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AUGUST 15, 2007 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Arnold Finaldi Jr. at 7:35 PM. 
 
Present were John Deeb, Arnold Finaldi Jr., Edward Manuel, Joel Urice and Alternate Fil 
Cerminara. Also present was Associate Planner Jennifer Emminger.  
 
Absent were Kenneth Keller and Alternate Paul Blaszka. 
 
Chairman Finaldi asked Mr. Cerminara to take Mr. Keller’s place for the items on tonight’s 
agenda.  
 
Mr. Urice made a motion to accept the minutes of July 18, 2007. Mr. Manuel seconded the 
motion and it was passed unanimously. Chairman Finaldi said they would table the acceptance 
of the August 1, 2007 minutes as they are not done yet.  

 
»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
Chairman Finaldi announced that the following matter would be continued until the next 
meeting:  
 

John B. DeGross Jr. – Request for Waiver to Sec. B.11 of the Subdivision Regulations in 
conjunction with Application for two (2) lot subdivision (2.37 acres) “Marjorie Woods” in 
the RA-20 Zone – 19 Hamilton Dr. (#G04072) – Subdivision Code #07-03. Public hearing 
opened 8/1/07 – 35 days will be up 9/5/07.  

 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
PUBLIC HEARING: 
 
7:30 PM – Regina K. O’Hara, Jose Alvarado & Holly Drew – Application for Special Exception for 

Cluster Development (“Hidden Glen”) in the RA-20 Zone – 33 Golden Hill Rd. 
(#H11133 & portion of #H11131) – SE #661. 

 
Chairman Finaldi read the legal notice. Attorney Paul Jaber came forward and explained that 
the applicant is actually Hidden Glen/Anthony Lucera, who will speak next. Attorney Jaber then 
said Mrs. O’Hara owns most of the property except for a small piece that is owned by Mr. 
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Alvarado. Anthony Lucera said he is the contract purchaser. He spoke about the characteristics 
of Golden Hill Rd. He said he decided to keep the existing home and barn and just split it off 
from this development. He spoke about the surrounding properties and submitted photos, 
identifying each one by a number and describing it in detail. He submitted a rendering showing 
the proposed structures saying they are similar to two of his other developments, Tobin’s Farm 
and Spring Ridge. He said he is going to propose a conservation easement to ensure the fact 
that none of the buffer areas will ever be developed. Chairman Finaldi said the photos #1-11 
(there is one number used on two photos) would be Exhibit A. 
 
Paul Fagan, Surveying Associates, they chose to develop this as a cluster because it allowed 
more flexibility and also reduced the amount of land disturbance. He said about 2.75 ac. of it 
will be undeveloped, so only about 50% of the land is being used. Mr. Manuel asked if it will be 
a City road. Mr. Fagan said it will be a private driveway built to City standards. The proposal is 
for a nine unit cluster development on approximately five acres of land. The houses will be 
accessed by a proposed cul-de-sac off of Golden Hill Rd. which will remain a private road. Each 
house will have an individual driveway off of this road. 
 
Doug DiVesta, PE said this will be served by municipal sewer and water. He described the 
drainage system and said the driveway will be designed to City standards and there will be 
sidewalks. He said they had submitted a traffic report and are waiting for Mr. Mohammed’s 
comments. He added that the Planning Dept. Staff Report pointed out some things that need to 
be addressed and they will take care of them.  
 
Chairman Finaldi asked if there was anyone to speak in opposition to this application and there 
was no one. Mrs. Emminger said they are still waiting for reports from Engineering, the City 
Traffic Engineer as well as the Traffic Authority. She said they had received a response from the 
Health Dept. with the determination that there are no wetlands so this does not need to go to 
the Environmental Impact Commission. She added that she had met with the applicant and Mr. 
Fagan and they would be addressing her concerns. 
 
Mr. Deeb made a motion to continue the public hearing until the next regular meeting. Mr. 
Urice seconded the motion and it was passed unanimously.  
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
CONTINUATION OF PUBLIC HEARINGS: 
 
25 Germantown Rd. LLC – Application for Special Exception to allow use (Medical Office) 
generating in excess of 500 vehicle trips per day in the RH-3 Zone – 33 Germantown Rd. 
(#J11377, #J11360, #J11400, #J11379, #J11380, & #J11381) – SE 658. Public hearing 
opened 6/6/07 – 35 days were up 7/11/07 – extension granted to 8/15/07. 
 
Mrs. Emminger said she had given the Commission members copies of the traffic study, so they 
could discuss it tonight. Attorney Paul Jaber said there were two issues still open; one was to 
create enough parking for 85 ft. of usable gross floor space, and the second issue was the off-
site improvements to the roadway. He said the applicant’s traffic engineer had come up with a 
design which Mr. Mohammed was not satisfied with. Attorney Jaber said that Mr. Mohammed 
had estimated the cost of a traffic signal would be $75,000, which the applicants would have to 
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put up in the form of a cash bond. Mr. Manuel asked what the applicant’s offer was that had 
been rejected by Mr. Mohammed. Attorney Jaber said they had proposed $50,000, which Mr. 
Mohammed said was not enough. He continued saying that it gets complicated because CL & P 
is involved and that the total cost could be up to $200,000 without the CL & P work. He said 
they would do most of the work themselves. Mr. Urice asked Mrs. Emminger if Mr. Mohammed 
is okay with this plan. Mrs. Emminger said this is a compromise between City officials and the 
Hawley family, who are the applicants. She added that this is acceptable to the Traffic 
Authority, the Traffic Engineer and the Planning & Zoning Dept. Mr. Urice reiterated his 
concerns about the parking calculation. Mrs. Emminger said the total 462 is the calculation for 
the three buildings; she had tried to make it clear in the Staff Report. Mr. Urice asked if the 
entire parking calculation was based on the new parking regulations. Mrs. Emminger said they 
made changes to the plan so we don’t have a problem with using the new calculation. Mr. Urice 
said he is not comfortable with this plan. Attorney Jaber said they had provided more parking 
that was required when 41 Germantown was build. They had always planned this medical 
campus; it was just a matter of waiting for the property owners to be ready to sell their parcels. 
Attorney Jaber then offered Mr. Urice a copy of the Barkan & Mess’s exhaustive study they used 
when they proposed the amendment to the Zoning Regulations to change the medical office 
calculation. He explained that this amendment was done in conjunction with the Planning & 
Zoning office. There was a great deal of review done by the Planning Dept. Staff as well as by 
the applicant’s experts, before this regulation was changed. Both sides looked at every site in 
town and determined the peak hours. There was a tremendous amount of statistical data 
analyzed before this was submitted. Mrs. Emminger then said although they are still waiting for 
Engineering’s final comments, they have received the Traffic Engineer’s final report. She said 
we don’t expect the report from Engineering for quite a while, so she suggested they close the 
hearing. She said she had prepared a resolution conditioned on the final Engineering report, but 
it is up to the Commission.  
 
Chairman Finaldi asked if there was anyone to speak in opposition.  
 
Mr. Deeb made a motion to close the public hearing. Mr. Manuel seconded the motion. Mr. 
Manuel then made motion to move this to number two under Old Business. Mr. Cerminara 
seconded the motion. Mr. Urice said he would like the opportunity to review the information 
that Attorney Jaber provided to him. Chairman Finaldi called a roll call vote on the motion to 
move and it was passed with four AYES and one NAY (from Mr. Urice).  
 

 »»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
Main Elmwood LLC - Application for Revised Site Plan for Previously Approved Special Exception 
in accordance with Sec. 10.D.4. of the Zoning Regulations – “Community Health Center”, 70 

Main St. (#I15271) – SE #523. Public hearing opened 6/20/07 – 35 days were up 7/25/07. – 
extension granted to 8/15/07. 
 
Mike Mazzucco, PE said they had submitted revised plans and responses to both Engineering 
and Planning comments. He said they are still waiting for hydrant test data for the City water 
system. He explained that in a “sprinklered” building, once it gets to a certain size, the rate 
doesn’t change. He said this will not require more demand, and they have not received any 
comments from Engineering regarding sprinkler design. Mrs. Emminger then said she had 
reviewed the revised plans and they satisfy the Planning Dept. concerns. She added that she 
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had prepared a resolution if they choose to vote on this tonight. She added that the resolution 
conditions the approval on the Engineering review. Mr. Urice asked if this would come back to 
them if they cannot comply with Engineering’s requirement for the sprinkler. Mrs. Emminger 
said since this is not a new development, they are not starting from scratch and they know it is 
available. Mr. Mazzucco said the file from the previous approval is lacking this information but 
they are trying to re-create it.  
 
Chairman Finaldi asked if there was anyone to speak in opposition to this application and there 
was no one.  
 
Mr. Urice made motion to close the hearing. Mr. Cerminara seconded the motion and it was 
passed unanimously. Mr. Urice then made a motion to move to this to item three under Old 
Business. Mr. Cerminara seconded the motion and it was passed unanimously. 
 

 »»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
GRC Property Investment & Development, LLC – Application for five (5) lot re-subdivision 
(5.195 acres) “The Tarrywile Wood” in the RA-20 Zone – 20 Southern Blvd & 6 Brushy Hill Rd. 

(#I16238 & #I17021) – Subdivision Code #07-02. This application has not yet received EIC 
approval. Public hearing opened 7/18/07 – 35 days will be up 8/22/07. 
 
Mrs. Emminger said the applicant’s attorney submitted an extension this afternoon so they 
would like this to just be continued tonight. She added that we had received the blasting 
information as requested by the Commission. 
 
Chairman Finaldi said although the applicant was not present, he still had to ask if there was 
anyone to speak in opposition to this  
 
Bob Nolan, 8 Southern Blvd., said he grew up here and uses Tarrywile quite often. He said he 
just does not want to see the rear parcel that is zoned RA-80 developed, as that would destroy 
that section of the park. He said he would be in favor of the City changing the intersection since 
they have approved funds to do so. He then suggested that one driveway could service the 
existing house and the two new homes they are proposing. He said he knows the one driveway 
would work because he looked at buying this property. 
 
Mrs. Emminger said the back lot will not be developed because it will be held as a conservation 
easement. She explained that the project engineer, Ben Doto, looked extensively into the 
possibility of a shared driveway, but the City’s Subdivision Regulations do not permit it. Mr. 
Nolan asked again about conservation easement. Mrs. Emminger explained that with it in lace, 
this could never be developed. Mr. Nolan said that still leaves a large chunk that could be 
developed. Mrs. Emminger said the applicant is not proposing any development for lot two; the 
City is slated to purchase it. She added that is if this application is approved, they have to build 
EXACTLY what is shown here. If they make ANY changes they have to come back to both EIC 
and this Commission.  
 
Ben Doto, PE said they looked at many options and lot configurations to try to minimize road 
cuts and excavations. The problem was if they could make it work physically, they could not 
meet the City regulations. He explained that they met with the City staff and determined that 
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they would need variances as well as waivers to the Subdivision Regs.  He said the constraints 
are really the Regulations. There is NO development proposed on lot two, only little grading. He 
said that he had the surveyor prepare a traditional subdivision layout as an alternate although 
they are not proposing it; he wanted them to see it. He explained that it would require 
extensive earthwork, so although they could get density in a more traditional manner, it would 
just be too much extra disturbance. Mr. Nolan asked if they can develop the piece in question 
or not. Mrs. Emminger said at this time we don’t have info about driveway grade, so we can 
only judge this plan. She reiterated that if they start making changes, they will have to come 
back to this Commission for another public hearing. They would have to prove they can meet 
the requirements of Regulations and also would have to go back to EIC. In closing she said 
under this plan, it would not be developed at this time  
 
Dennis Zancan, 18 Southern Blvd., said he is most concerned about the potential blasting. 
Chairman Finaldi suggested he go to the Planning Office and read the report since they just got 
it. Mrs. Emminger then said Mr. Doto would address it after all of the opposition speaks. 
 
Mary Reynolds said she brought plans to show them the creatures that will be displaced if this 
is allowed to be developed. She asked that any developers in audience consider the 
environment and wildlife as this proposal is cruel to both of them. She suggested the 
Commission shouldn’t forget that this proposal has direct effect on Tarrywile and all of the 
citizens of Danbury, many of whom thought that when we purchased Tarrywile, it would be 
preserved. She questioned why this proposal was kept a secret from the public and the 
neighbors and asked why the Tarrywile Park Authority is not here speaking in opposition. She 
said all of the wildlife will be chased from their homes by the blasting and development. These 
creatures have no one to protect them. She said this development will have a direct impact on 
all of the properties in the immediate vicinity. 
 
Jim Nolan, 16 Southern Blvd., said he is gravely concerned about a number of issues but not 
completely in opposition. He said his family has lived near this site all of his life and they are 
very familiar with it. He said for that reason, they are exceedingly concerned about what is 
referred to as lot two. He said they have analyzed this and feel it would be really tough to get 
five lots on this site. He said his Dad used to refer to this area as “billy goat” territory because it 
is so rough. He said they support the idea of the City to buy this lot, they have met with the 
applicant and this plan is a move in the right direction away from the previous concept plan. He 
said the ledge has caused many constraints on the development in this area. He said he would 
have liked to see the driveways designed differently because this design will access out into a 
very busy intersection. He suggested they look carefully at visual impact as well as the actual 
egress onto the road. It will take a lot of blasting to get into the embankment as it is made of 
tough rock and this is also a delicate aquifer area. In closing, he said this is a tough project and 
those are his personal concerns.  
 
Ben Doto spoke to address the concerns about blasting. Said at last meeting they did submit a 
plan that allows a car the opportunity to do a three point turn. He said regarding the design of 
the driveways, they are that way because of the Regulations. They are hoping to not need to 
do a lot of blasting. A ten page outline regarding the proposed blasting was submitted to the 
EIC and also to this Commission, so it is on the record. He said it contains info about the exact 
details of the proposed blasting.  A pre-blast survey will be done within 300 ft. by a 
geotechnical engineer. He explained what is done and how the neighbors are notified and 
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various requirements that must be meant. Before any blasting is done, a test blast is done. A 
predetermined limit tells how much should be removed, if it is too sensitive, they use smaller 
charges and take the rock off a little slower. The most sensitive area is newly poured concrete.  
In closing he said if blasting is necessary, the geotechnical engineer will be brought in, the pre-
blast survey will be done of the neighboring properties and the neighbors will be involved. He 
said there is NO development proposed on lot two and they hope the City will buy it. They have 
worked really hard on this plan and they hope it will leave enough land to protect the wildlife. 
Mr. Urice questioned the plan Mr. Doto brought this evening. Bob Nolan came forward and said 
he is insulted that this plan was even shown. Mrs. Emminger said that the intent of this map 
was to prove that they could get five lots without the use of an accessway, because it is not a 
given that an accessway is permitted. The Commission has the final decision as to whether an 
accessway is allowable. This is just an exercise that they can get five lots without the use of an 
accessway. Mr. Doto said a shared use driveway doesn’t meet the City’s subdivision 
requirements.  
 
Mr. Deeb made a motion to continue the public hearing. Mr. Urice seconded the motion and it 
was passed unanimously. 
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
Karistos Associates General Partnership – Application for Special Exception for Cluster 
Development (“Glen Brook Estates”) in the RA-20 Zone –11 Pembroke Rd. (#G08033) – SE 
#660. This application has received EIC approval. Public hearing opened 8/1/07 – 35 days will 
be up 9/5/07. 
 
Landscape Architect Jane Didona said that she wanted to point out an infrastructure change 
made in response to the Fire Marshal’s report. They will revise the plans once all of the City 
Department’s comments have been received. Mike Mazzucco said after receiving a letter from 
the adjoining property owner at 3 Pembroke Rd., Mr. Putnam has agreed to do some 
maintenance work on Mr. Vrba’s drainage. He submitted a copy of a letter that that been given 
to EIC and another letter that was given to Mr. Vrba regarding the work Mr. Putnam has 
proposed to help resolve his drainage problems. Mr. Mazzucco then explained how storm events 
are predicted and addressed. 
 
Tom Vrba, speaking for his father, said he was pleasantly surprised to find out that the 
developer and his engineer were willing to speak with his father about flooding and drainage. 
They discussed the situation this afternoon and there were recommendations made that 
seemed to be good ideas to be sure that future floods are more controlled. Their ideas 
combined with the fact that the developer is sincerely trying to address the drainage makes 
them in favor of this now, they are no longer in opposition.  
 
Chairman Finaldi asked if there was anyone to speak in opposition to this and there was no one. 
 
Mrs. Emminger said we are still waiting for Engineering’s comments and the Traffic Engineer is 
working on his report. She said she had spoken to Fire Marshal TJ Weidl today and he is 
satisfied with the change to cul-de-sac. She added that the Planning Dept. does not see any 
need for the access drive to the Amber Room and asked why it was even on the plans. Ms. 
Didona came forward and said during the pre-application meeting, Fire Marshal Barry Rickert 
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said they would want this. Mrs. Emminger said she would confirm that with him tomorrow. Ms. 
Didona said that they would be happy to remove it from the plan. Mrs. Emminger said that 
different City officials have told her that this was used as a cut through and for that reason she 
is concerned that it would be used for wrong purposes. Ms. Didona said they would rather 
remove it. Mr. Manuel made motion to continue the hearing. Mr. Urice seconded the motion and 
it was passed unanimously. 
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
OLD BUSINESS FOR CONSIDERATION AND POSSIBLE ACTION: 
 
John B. DeGross Jr. – Application for two (2) lot subdivision (2.37 acres) “Marjorie Woods” in 
the RA-20 Zone – 19 Hamilton Dr. (#G04072) – Subdivision Code #07-03. No public hearing - 
first 65 days were up 7/20/07- 65 day extension granted to 9/23/07. 
 
Mr. Manuel made a motion to table this application. Mr. Deeb seconded the motion and it was 
passed unanimously.  
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 

25 Germantown Rd. LLC – Application for Special Exception to allow use (Medical Office) 
generating in excess of 500 vehicle trips per day in the RH-3 Zone – 33 Germantown Rd. 
(#J11377, #J11360, #J11400, #J11379, #J11380, & #J11381) – SE 658. Public hearing closed 
8/15/07. 
 
Mrs. Emminger distributed the resolution that she had prepared. She said the first page is a 
summary of project and the second page contains a list of maps. She said the requirement for 
the State Traffic Commission (STC) approval is included for the Permit Center. Also, the 
combination of lots and a performance bond not to exceed $75,000 for the purchase of traffic 
signal are both required. There are reciprocal easements for parking, approvals from the 
Engineering Dept. and permits for the retaining walls and grading all required. She said we are 
requiring the posting of the bond but leaving the term to be agreed upon by the applicant and 
City officials. Mr. Manuel made a motion to approve this subject to revised resolution. Mr. Deeb 
seconded the motion. Mr. Urice said as he expressed earlier due to the fact that Attorney Jaber 
gave him additional information tonight which he has not had the chance to review, he will 
abstain. Mrs. Emminger said she as well as Mrs. Calitro and Mr. Elpern have gone over this 
tooth and nail and the parking works. Mr. Urice said he would not debate this on the record, he 
would wait to discuss it later. Chairman Finaldi did a roll call vote and the motion to approve 
this per the revised resolution was approved with four AYES. Mr. Urice abstained from the vote.  
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
At this time (9:43 PM), Mr. Deeb left the meeting. 
 
Main Elmwood LLC - Application for Revised Site Plan for Previously Approved Special Exception 
in accordance with Sec. 10.D.4. of the Zoning Regulations – “Community Health Center”, 70 

Main St. (#I15271) – SE #523. Public hearing closed 8/15/07. 
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Mrs. Emminger distributed the resolution that she had prepared for this application. She 
reviewed saying the first page contained the summary of the application and the standard 
comments. She said she did add the language that the ZEO will verify that all of the 
landscaping has been done per the original approval prior to issuance of the Zoning Certificate 
of Compliance. Mr. Urice made a motion to approve this per resolution. Mr. Cerminara seconded 
the motion and it was approved unanimously. 
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
NEW BUSINESS: 
 
Sugar Hollow Road Assoc. LLC – Application for Special Exception to allow uses (Retail, 
Restaurants & Drive-thru Bank) generating in excess of 500 vehicle trips per day in the CG-20 
Zone, “The Shops at Marcus Dairy”, 3 Sugar Hollow Rd. (#G17002 & #G17019) – SE #663. 
This application has not received EIC approval. Public hearing scheduled for October 3, 2007. 
 
Sugar Hollow Road Assoc. LLC – Application for Floodplain Permit – “The Shops at Marcus 
Dairy”, 3 Sugar Hollow Rd. (#G17002 & #G17019) – SE #663. 
 
Chairman Finaldi said these would be on file in the Planning office.  
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
REFERRALS: 
 
8-24 Referral/February '06 CC Agenda Item #26 – Eagle Road Center LLC/Transfer of Property 
to City of Danbury. Tabled pending receipt of additional information.  
 
Mr. Urice questioned if the Deputy Planning Director had any additional information for them 
regarding this matter. Mrs. Emmnger said she was not aware of any, but would remind Mrs. 
Calitro. Mr. Urice then made a motion to table this item. Mr. Cerminara seconded the motion 
and it was passed unanimously. 
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
8-24 Referral/August '07 CC Agenda Item #10 –  Request for Water Extension for Sugar Hollow 
Road Assoc. LLC, 3-5 Sugar Hollow Rd.   
 
This is a request to extend the water service for two lots on Backus Ave. These parcels total 
about 10 acres and are zoned CG-20. An application for redevelopment of the sites as a mixed 
use development consisting of retail space, restaurant use and a bank has been submitted to 
both EIC and the Planning Commission for review and approval. The lots are within the existing 
Water Service area as shown in the Plan of Conservation & Development. Mr. Urice made 
motion to give this a positive recommendation with standard conditions. Mr. Manuel seconded 
the motion and it was passed unanimously. 
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
8-24 Referral/August '07 CC Agenda Item #11 – Acquisition of Easements for proposed one-
way road/Pocono Rd. Traffic Improvement.  
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The request is for the City to acquire two easements necessary in order to construct and 
maintain a one-way roadway from Pocono La. to Mountainview Terr. The lot is .40 ac. in size 
and is currently developed with a single-family residence. The property owner is working with 
the City regarding acquisition of said easements. The proposed easements total .135 ac. in size 
and the intent is that this road would relieve traffic congestion at the intersection of Pocono Rd. 
and Newtown Rd. Although this is not specifically suggested in the POCD it does fall under the 
goal of reducing traffic congestion and improving public safety. Mr. Manuel made a motion to 
give this a positive recommendation. Mr. Urice seconded the motion and it was passed 
unanimously. 

 
»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 

 
8-24 Referral/August '07 CC Agenda Item #12 – Acquisition of Easements for Drainage 
Improvements at 51 & 53 Beaver Brook Rd. (#K12192 & #K12191). 
 
The City Engineer has requested easements across two properties on Beaver Brook Rd. to 
resolve existing drainage and flooding problems at this location. 51 Beaver Brook Rd. is 1.04 ac. 
and the proposed temporary construction easement is .062 ac. in size. 53 Beaver Brook Rd. is 
.34 ac. and the proposed drainage easement is .106 ac. Both of these parcels are zoned IL-40. 
The property owners are working with the City to implement these improvements which would 
definitely provide some relief to the flooding in this area. Mr. Urice made a motion to give a 
positive recommendation. Mr. Cerminara seconded the motion and it was passed unanimously. 
 

»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
8-24 Referral/August '07 CC Agenda Item #26 – City of Danbury vs. Saniuk/Quit Claim Interests 
in Property on Bell’s La. 
 
The Common Council has approved the settlement of long-standing litigation regarding a 25 
acre parcel on Bell’s Lane. This litigation dates back more than 20 years. Settlement of the 
litigation requires the City to quit claim interests it had or may have in the subject property. It 
has been determined that the City has no interest in said property. Mr. Urice made a motion to 
give this a positive recommendation since the City has no interest in this property. Mr. Manuel 
seconded the motion and it was passed unanimously.  
 
»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»»» 
 
There was nothing under Other Matters or Correspondence. Under For Reference Only, there 
were two applications for Floodplain Permits and one public hearing scheduled for September 5, 
2007 
 
At 10:15 PM, Mr. Manuel made a motion to adjourn. Mr. Cerminara seconded the motion and it 
was passed unanimously. 


